THE    DIARY
Parliament and an Antiquary who kept a diary from
1619 to 16365 and wrote it up sometimes, retaining
dated entries, but intending to present to his suc-
cessors a more readable and consecutive narrative
than a diary with its inevitable repetitions, want of
perspective and casual irrelevancies could give.
While D'Ewes's historical narrative, although it has
lively passages, is not as interesting or effective as
Evelyn's, he is addicted in some degree to intro-
spection and occupies many entries with a recital of
domestic occurrences.
The second is Sir John Reresby, M.P. for Aid-
borough. He was a royalist, and contemporary of
Evelyn's, although they never met. Reresby was a
man of no particular account, but from diary notes he
deliberately wrote himself up for posterity in his
memoirs. "He writes well and the germ of truth which
a dated entry written at the time naturally suggests
makes the reader inclined to accept it all, and as he
reads to wonder why the name of this confidant of
kings and queens, this courageous and sagacious
statesman is not written larger in the pages of his-
tory."*
His memoirs, in fact, show the danger of the writing
up method. Evelyn may have written up but there is
no suggestion whatever that he wrote himself up. One
or two of Reresby's records of his conversations with
Charles II are more graphic and entertaining than
Evelyn's. As to whether they are trustworthy is
another matter. His notes on public events are good,
*See More English Diaries. A. Ponsonby, pp. 64-67.
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